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NAESB WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee Meeting

February 22, 2006 – 8:30 – 4:00 p.m. (Central Time)

Houston, TX

Host:
Duke Energy Gas Transmission 


FINAL MINUTES
1.
Introductions – participants introduced themselves
2.
Housekeeping – Kathryn Burch provided the housekeeping.
3.
Anti-trust Guidelines – Dale Davis read the anti-trust guidelines.
4.
Adoption of Agenda – The revised agenda was modified to delete R04040 as the request has been withdrawn. It was then adopted without opposition. 
5.
Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes & Attachment

· January 19, 2006 - The draft minutes and the attachments as modified were adopted as final with no opposition.

6.
Address Current Requests for Initiation or Enhancement of NAESB Standards and items transferred from other NAESB subcommittees 

R03035B:
Florida Power and Light

Request:
Develop a uniform process, including the underlying assumptions and methodologies, for determining gas quality specifications from measured data.

Note:
The scope of the request was further delineated by the NAESB Board of Directors at its meeting of June 22, 2005. The following is an excerpt from the minutes for such meeting:  “…and to instruct the WGQ Executive Committee to add Part B to the Annual Plan for 2006 with the understanding that work related to the reporting of gas quality specifications is associated with the development of reporting procedures and not the standardization of the measurement itself.”

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the discussion in BPS and the following proposed standard that was adopted by BPS on 1/12/06:

4.3.z1
For the locations posted pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard No. 4.3.90, the Transportation Service Provider (TSP) should provide on its Informational Postings Web Site a list that identifies the industry standard (or other methodology, as applicable) used by the TSP for the following:

· Procedures used for obtaining natural gas samples,

· Analytical test method(s), 

· Calculation method(s), in conjunction with any physical constant(s) and underlying assumption(s).
After reviewing the new NAESB WGQ QEDM (Quadrant Electronic Delivery Mechanism) Manual adopted by the WGQ Executive Committee in May 2005, it was determined that the WGQ EDM Subcommittee should review the new standard and determine where it should be inserted in the QEDM Manual. The Co-Chair of the WGQ EDM Subcommittee indicated that they are having a meeting on March 1, 2005 and this will be added as an agenda item for that meeting. The following motion was made:
Motion:
The WGQ Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) is transferring this item to the WGQ EDM Subcommittee for determination of the location of the proposed standard 4.3.z1 in the QEDM (Quadrant Electronic Delivery Mechanism) Manual adopted by the WGQ Executive Committee in May 2005. In addition, IR has determined that no other changes need to be made.
	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


· Implementation Development Adopted by IR but Needs Additional Review for New Issues identified:


R03027
SunGard Energy Systems

Request:
Add a Mutually Agreeable data element, Nomination Segment Type (SegType), in the Transaction Specific Data Group (TSDG) of the Nomination and Scheduled Quantity datasets.  This element will be used in EDI/EDM and WEB/EDM for all Nomination Model Types.  There will be two valid values for Nomination Segment Type:  Segmented and Non-Segmented with Non-Segmented being the default.  This will also cause an error code to be added to the Nomination Quick Response Dataset with a message of “Invalid Nomination Segment Type”.  The new data element will also be added to 1.3.54 and 1.3.61 TSDG of NAESB WGQ Nominations Related Standards.
Instruction to IR from the BPS meeting of April 16, 2004:

The Business Practices Subcommittee instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the sending of segmented and non-segmented code values for the data element Capacity Type Indicator in the NAESB WGQ Standard 1.4.1 Nomination data set.  In addition, the data element usage of Capacity Type Indicator should be modified from mutually agreed to business conditional and the ability to send more than one code value should be accommodated.

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the minutes and work paper in progress from the previous meeting. The chair reported that on February 9, 2006, BPS discussed the following question that IR sent them (from the January 19, 2006 IR meeting)
Motion:
Send the following question to BPS:

During the processing of R03027, IR concluded that BPS needs to review the need to modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.27. 

Issue:

The instructions from the Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) to the Information Requirements Subcommittee (IR) dated April 16, 2004 regarding R03027 indicate that the usage for the data element Capacity Type Indicator should be changed from mutually agreed to business conditional. NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.27 currently says (highlighting provided for emphasis):

1.3.27
The key should be composed of: service requester contract (Service Agreement), transaction type, upstream party, upstream contract (when applicable), receipt location (as applicable), downstream party (as applicable), downstream contract (when applicable), delivery location (as applicable), package ID, upstream package ID (where mutually agreed), downstream package ID (where mutually agreed), capacity type indicator (where mutually agreed).  Upon receipt by a service provider from a service requester of a transaction whose key elements match those previously received by the service provider from the service requester, the service provider should then process the begin date/time and end date/time consistent with the intentions of the NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.7 and then process the rest of the transaction's data elements consistent with the applicable standards to determine the business results. When data is not supplied (e.g. is not applicable, is not supported or is not mutually agreed upon) the pertinent portion of the key would be determined to be null.

IR believes that the language in NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.27 is in conflict with the subject instruction from BPS.  IR recommends that BPS modify NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.27 as follows:

1.3.27
The key should be composed of: service requester contract (Service Agreement), transaction type, upstream party, upstream contract (when applicable), receipt location (as applicable), downstream party (as applicable), downstream contract (when applicable), delivery location (as applicable), package ID, upstream package ID (where mutually agreed), downstream package ID (where mutually agreed), capacity type indicator (where mutually agreed when supported).  Upon receipt by a service provider from a service requester of a transaction whose key elements match those previously received by the service provider from the service requester, the service provider should then process the begin date/time and end date/time consistent with the intentions of the NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.7 and then process the rest of the transaction's data elements consistent with the applicable standards to determine the business results. When data is not supplied (e.g. is not applicable, is not supported or is not mutually agreed upon) the pertinent portion of the key would be determined to be null.

The chair reported that at the February 9, 2006 meeting, BPS determined that NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.27 should be modified as suggested by IR.  The group decided to move further action on this item to the next meeting in order to take advantage of the presence of the representatives from the requesting companies for the remainder of the agenda.
R04018
Iroquois Gas Transmission Co.

Request:
Add two new Mutually Agreeable Data Elements: “Confirmation Downstream Rank (Priority)” and “Confirmation Upstream Rank (Priority)” to the Confirmation Response dataset (1.4.4) and to NAESB WGQ Standard 1.3.60.

(Relevant Minutes – BPS – 10/14/04)
BPS Motion to IR: 

The Business Practice Subcommittee instructs the Information Requirements Subcommittee to accommodate the mutually agreeable business practice of sending of confirmation upstream / downstream ranks if it is determined that the proposed implementation for R99037 is not sufficient to meet the needs of R04018.  

IR Discussion:
The group reviewed the request and the adopted implementation for R99037.  In February 2005, the Executive Committee adopted the addition of a BC data element ‘Confirmation Role’ in the Confirmation Response (NAESB WGQ 1.4.4) with two code values:  Operator and Upstream/Downstream Party.  The group reviewed the possibility of using the combination of this new data element along with the existing data elements “Delivery Rank (Priority)” and “Receipt Rank (Priority)” to accomplish the business practice which is the basis of the request. It was discussed that in some peoples’ opinion using these data ranking data elements could be confusing as it could also be used in the nomination for different reasons.  The group preliminarily discussed two potential implementations.  Option 1 is to add the data elements “Downstream Rank (Priority)” and “Upstream Rank (Priority)” (currently exists in the Nomination but not the Confirmation Response).  Option 2 is to add a new data element “Confirmation Rank” and rely on the information provided in the Contractual Flow Indicator to indicate whether it is the downstream party or the upstream party.  In either option, the sender of the Confirmation Response would also have to send the code value of “Upstream/Downstream Party” for the data element “Confirmation Role” that was added in R99037.  
R04022
El Paso Western Pipelines

Request: 
New Reduction Reason Codes for use in NAESB WGQ Standards 1.4.5 (Scheduled Quantity) and 1.4.6 (Scheduled Quantity for Operator): 

a.
UPM – Interconnect Underperformance Reduction at Delivery Location or Market.

b.
EXC – Exceeds Receipt Location Capacity.

c.
EDC – Exceeds Delivery Location Capacity.
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 8/31/04)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request and the implementation adopted by the EC in August 2005 for request R03019. In that request, a new reduction reason code was added for ‘Underperformance of Confirming Party at Receipt Location’ that is defined as: Nominated quantities at a transportation service provider’s receipt (supply) point exceed the demonstrated physical performance at the receipt location.  Although the request did not specify it, the requester indicated that these code values should also be added to the Confirmation Response – NAESB WGQ 1.4.4.
Upon further review of the implementation adopted in R03019, it was determined that the definition for the code value adopted therein needs to be modified to ensure consistency in the language used for underperformance at a receipt or a delivery location.
MOTION:
Modify one and add three code values for the data element ‘Reduction Reason’ in the following data sets as indicated below. The code value being modified changes the definition for the code value adopted by the Executive Committee in August 2005 for R03019 in order to obtain consistency with one of the new code values.
Document Name and No.:
Confirmation Response


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.4







Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5







Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.6

Data Element:
Reduction Reason

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Exceeds Design Limit – Delivery Location
	The sum of the confirmed nominations exceeds the design capacity of the delivery location.
	

	Exceeds Design Limit – Receipt Location
	The sum of the confirmed nominations exceeds the design capacity of the receipt location.
	

	Underperformance of Confirming Party at Delivery Location 
	Underperformance reductions are applied at the delivery point when the operator's confirmations exceed the quantities actually being taken from the TSP by the point operator.
	

	Underperformance of Confirming Party at Receipt Location 
	Nominated quantities at a transportation service provider’s receipt (supply) point exceed the demonstrated physical performance at the receipt location. Underperformance reductions are applied at the receipt point when the operator's confirmations exceed the quantities actually being delivered to the TSP by the point operator. 
	UPR


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R04023
Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add Reduction Reason code to Scheduled Quantity, Operator Scheduled Quantity and Confirmation Response
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 8/31/04)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.

MOTION:

Add the following code values to the indicated data sets.

Document Name and No.:
Confirmation Response


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.4







Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5







Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.6

Data Element:
Reduction Reason

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Contract Balancing - Market
	Reduction due to mismatched requested quantities within a contract in the market area.
	

	Contract Balancing - Supply
	Reduction due to mismatched requested quantities within a contract in the supply area.
	


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R05012 Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add Reduction Reason code to Scheduled Quantity, Operator Scheduled Quantity and Confirmation Response
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 7/8/05)

IR Discussion:

The requester explained the request and the business practice. 

MOTION:

Add the following code values to the indicated data sets.

Document Name and No.:
Confirmation Response


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.4







Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5







Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.6

Data Element:
Reduction Reason

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Total Nomination Quantity Exceeds Elected Quantity
	Reduction due to the total nominated quantity exceeding the quantity previously elected for imbalance makeup.
	


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R04026
Northern Natural Gas – Validation Codes
Request: 
Add Reduction Reason code to Scheduled Quantity, Operator Scheduled Quantity and Confirmation Response.
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 8/31/04)

Document Name and No.:
Confirmation Response


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.4







Scheduled Quantity



NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5







Scheduled Quantity for Operator
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.6

IR Discussion:

The requester reported that Section 3 of the request incorrectly states that it is for reduction reason codes. The request is for 4 validation codes in the Nomination Quick Response as reflected in Section 10 of the request.

Motion:
Adopt the following validation codes in the following data set:

Document Name and No.:
Nomination Quick Response

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.2

Validation Code (Sub-detail)

	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	ENMQR
	Invalid Location for Segmentation
	[no definition necessary]

	ENMQR
	Invalid Location for Segmentation - Supply Area Segment
	[no definition necessary]

	ENMQR
	Invalid Location for Segmentation - Delivery Area Segment
	[no definition necessary]

	ENMQR
	Nomination Outside Contract Segment
	[no definition necessary


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R05006 Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add code value to Validation Code and Message elements in Nomination Quick Response dataset

(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 4/20/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.
Motion:
Adopt the following validation codes in the following data set:

Document Name and No.:
Nomination Quick Response

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.2

Validation Code (Sub-detail)

	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	ENMQR
	Maximum Daily Quantity exceeded on Third Party Contract
	[no definition necessary]


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R05010 Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add code values to Validation Code and Message elements in Nomination Quick Response dataset

(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 7/8/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.
Motion:
Adopt the following validation codes in the following data set:

Document Name and No.:
Nomination Quick Response

NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.2

Validation Code (Sub-detail)

	Code Value
	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition

	ENMQR
	Nominated Quantity Exceeds Elected Quantity. 
	Nominated quantity exceeds the quantity previously elected for imbalance makeup.


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	8
	0
	8
	2.00
	0.00
	2


R05005
Northern Natural Gas

Request:
Add new transaction type codes to the Nomination 1.4.1, Shipper Scheduled Quantity 1.4.5, and Transportation Sales Invoice 3.4.1 data sets.
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC – 4/20/05)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.
Proposed Implementation:
The requester was asked if the existing code value “Imbalance Payback to Transportation Service Provider” would work for the requested code “Imbalance Payback In-Kind Current Business”. Completion of the request will be held until a response is received.

Document Name and No.:
Nomination




NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.1

Scheduled Quantity 


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5

Transportation/ Sales Invoice
NAESB WGQ Standard No. 3.4.1

Data Element:
Transaction Type

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Imbalance Payback In-Kind -  Current Business
	??
	

	Imbalance Payback to Transportation Service Provider - Overrun
	A payback of an overrun imbalance from the Service Requester to the Transportation Service Provider.
	

	Storage Injection – Firm 
	A quantity of gas for firm storage service injection.
	

	Storage Injection – Interruptible
	A quantity of gas for interruptible storage service injection.
	

	Storage Withdrawal – Firm
	A quantity of gas for firm storage service withdrawal.
	

	Storage Withdrawal – Interruptible
	A quantity of gas for interruptible storage service withdrawal.
	


Completion of the request will be held until a response is received.

R06001
Kinder Morgan

Request:
Add new transaction type codes to the Nomination 1.4.1and all related data sets.
(Relevant Minutes – Triage / EC –1/23/06)

IR Discussion:

The group reviewed the request.
Motion:
Add the following code values for the data element Transaction Type in the indicated data sets:

Document Name and No.:
Nomination





NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.1

Scheduled Quantity 



NAESB WGQ Standard No. 1.4.5

Pre-determined Allocation


NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.1
Allocation





NAESB WGQ Standard No. 2.4.3

Data Element:
Transaction Type

	Code Value Description
	Code Value Definition
	Code Value

	Off-system Supply
	Gas is sourced from an off-system supply transaction.
	

	Off-system Market
	Gas is delivered to an off-system market transaction.
	


	Vote
	
	
	
	Balanced
	Balanced
	Balanced

	
	For
	Against
	Total
	For
	Against
	Total

	End Users
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	LDCs
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Pipelines
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2

	Producers
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	Services
	0
	0
	0
	0.00
	0.00
	0

	
	7
	0
	7
	2.00
	0.00
	2


7.
Other Business

None
8.
Next Meeting Dates and Location
March 16-17, 2006


Colorado Springs, CO
Host:
El Paso Western Pipelines 

2 North Nevada

Colorado Springs, CO 80903
March 16 – 8:30 – 4:00

March 17 – 8:30 – 2:00

April 20, 2006



Richmond, VA


Host:
Dominion

9.
Adjourn
Meeting Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization
	2/22/06

	Pipelines:
	
	

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy – Texas Eastern Transmission
	(

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	(

	Bill Griffith
	Colorado Interstate Gas
	(

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission
	(

	Tom Hall
	Duke Energy – Texas Eastern Transmission
	(

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission Inc
	(

	Paul Love
	NGPL
	(

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipeline
	(

	Micki Schmitz
	Northern Natural Gas Company
	(

	Mike Stender
	El Paso Natural Gas
	(

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline Company LP
	(

	
	
	

	Services:
	
	

	
	
	

	Producers:
	
	

	
	
	

	End Users:
	
	

	
	
	

	LDCs:
	
	

	
	
	

	Associations:
	
	

	
	
	


Bold signifies Chair


nv = not voting
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